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LETTER 


rom a MINISTER 


doe 


mona of the 
Church of ; England, 
* 0 


- Mr. PETER DOWLET, 


Diſlearing Teacher of the Presbyter 
or elle [ CD Perſwaſion. 


81. 3 


„OU know that | Miniſter of God's Word i is 
frequently compared in the Holy Scriptures to 
a Paſtor or Shepherd. And agreeable to this Com- 
| . \ paridha, as it is the Care and Concern of every 
d Compnen Shepherd, not only to Feed his Flock, but 
o to Seek and Bring back ſuch of his Sheep as happen to 
aſtray, and withal to Keep off and Hinder an * 

2. from Hurting and Deupuring any of his $ 0 
like manner it is the Care and Concern of evety * Good 
ritual Shepherd, not only to Feed his People with 


me hue alſo to Seek and B Bring back 
into 


erian 


| happy as to have Erred from it, and withal to Keep 


4 A Letter from a Miſter 
into the way of Truth, ſuch among them as are ſo y 
VO 
and Hinder any Falſe Teacher From ſeducing or miſteadſanti 
any of his People, and thereby endamaging their Se li 


ritual Welfare: on account of which Fatal Damagſure 
ſuch falſe Teachers ate (you, know ),compgred 


Scriptute to no other than Grievous and Raven b 
Wolves,” a0. 29. Mt. 7. 17. d 
This being the Indiſpenſable Duty of every FaithWIn 
Paſtor and Miniſter, f tis by the Grace of God ) ent 
ſincere Deſire and earnèſt Endeavour to diſcharge tÞ a 
Duty to the utmoſt of my Power, in Reference to ea to 
of its three ſeveral Pranches above-mentioned. he 
As to the Firſt Branch, 'tis my Care and Endeavoſſres 
(as by other means and at other times, ſo more eſſſhe 
cially) in my Weekly Sermons to Inſtruct my Congihad 
gation, after the moſt Plain and Edifying manner, he 
All that is required of a Chriſtian to Believe ang 
Practice; and after the Example of St. Paul (Acts : han 
20.) to keep back Nothing that may be Profitable unto theſpra 
To this End, it being (by reators of many Pernicic1d! 
Errors ſpread and entertained, and of many Sinful ati 
viſions thereupon made in this Kingdom from its, truj 1h 
Apoſtolical and Eſtabliſhed Church) become high 1 
Profitable to the People of -this-Kingdom to be Duly inſtru& Laſ 
in ſuch Points, as tend to preſerve them from falling ine h 
any ſuch Pernicious Errors and Sinful Diviſien;;: T1 ha Ch 


therefore made it one Principal part of my Care; te 
forth and Explain to my Congregation the great a 
indiſpenſable Obligation they lie under, to Keep Choſe 
the Communion of the truly Apoſtolical Church by Got 
Bleſſing Eſtabliſhed among us; and to Obſerve all its Rite 
and Ceremonies, as being enjoyned by Rightful' Auth 
rity, and excellently Conducive, to the Ends of Ran 
ligion. And I cannot mention this without returning 
my Unfeigned Thanks to God, that he has been pleaſe In 
of his Mercy to Bleſs my Endeavours herein with 
Good Succeſs, as that my Congregation is already b 
come in à very conſiderable meaſure Religiouſiy Conforn 
alle to the Rules of our Church. W mens” =- Ers 
"T4 ea vou 
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eſo y | | | Bp 

| Keep V ours to diſcharge the other two Branches above- 
Head ęntioned of my Paſtoral Office may be attended with 
cir Si like Good Succeſs; tho' it is what I cannot be 


Damagſured of aforehand, yet thus much I am certainly 
ed Mared of, that, let the Succeſs prove what it will, I 
Eren bound to diſcharge my Duty in each particular. 


d therefore, 
aicthWIn Order to diſcharge the Second Branch above- 
) mentioned of my Paſtoral Office, I have lately drawn 
ge ti a Letter to Such of my Pariſh, as are ſo Unhappy 
to ea to be Seduced from the Communion of our Church; 
herein I have endeavotred to convince them of the 
eavoeat Sin they lie under by ſuch a Separation, and of 
eclphe Weakneſs. and Inſufficiency of the Arguments 
jade. uſe of to Juſtify their Practice. The Motives 
er, hereby I was induced to apply my ſelf to my Diſſent- 
e aMg Pariſhioners by way of Letter, were chiefly the 
Hany and great Inconveniences, that uſually attend 

ral Diſcourſes; and the ſame Motives have likewiſe 
duced me to follow the ſame method in this Appli- 
Fation of my ſelf now to you; in Reference to which 

J ſhall only obſerve here in general, that 

The Deſign of this Preſent Letter is to Diſcharge the 
Laſt Branch above-mentioned of my Paſtoral Office : to 
pohich End I beg leave to lay before You ſome few 
Characters or Marks of a Falſe Teacher or Miniſter, 
namely, ſuch as IT judge moſt Pertinent and Proper to 
ndeceive both You and your Followers, and thereby 


fc o draw You off from ws langer miſguiding Others, 
3oFand Others (particularly ſuch as are of my Own Pariſb, 
tgand for whom therefore I have a more Immediate Con- 


thcern) from being any longer miſguided by You, or 
*: ome Teacher of your Principles or Perſwaſion. 

aving thus Premiſed what I thought fir (by way of 
Introduction or Preface) to acquaint you with, con- 
cerning the Weighty Occaſion and Good Intention of 
this Letter : I proceed new to that which is to be the 
Subject matter of it, viz. thoſe Characters or Mprks 
A of a Falſe Teacher or Miniſter, which ſeem moſt Per- 
tinent and Proper to Convince You and your Fol- 
A 3 lower S, 


o = = — * 
pu — s - 
* 
8 — * „ * . 
- a RIEL ESS 
L 


though He may be Truly Sent to Teach: and on th 


6 A Letter from a e Miniſter | 
lowers, both of your and their moſt Unhappy State an 
Condition. : ; 0 
A Falſe Teacher then is to be diſtinguiſhed a 
known by the Falſeneſs of his Dofrines, and alſo by t 
Falſeneſs of his Miſſion. Either of theſe Singly is ſuffif 
cient to denominate Him, that is Faulty therein, to b 


a Falſe Teacher. He that propagates Falſe Principle & 
or Doctrines, thereby Alone becomes a Falſe Teacher 


other hand, he that takes upon him to Teach, having 
no other than a Falſe Miſſion, thereby Alone becomes 
Falſe Teacher, though what he Teaches may be very 
True and Orthodox. Wherefore He that not only 
takes upon him to Teach by a Falſe Miſſion, but alſo! 
Teaches Falſe Doctrines, becomes a Falſe Teacher on 
a Double account, and fo in a Higher degree. Whe. 
ther this Laſt caſe, though very ſad and deplorable, be 
not your Own, I deſire you ſeriouſly to conſider and 
examine by the Following Particulars; which I ſhall 
reduce under two General Heads, accordingly as they 
relate to the two General Marks above-mentioned, 
whereby a Falſe Teacher or Miniſter is to be diſtinguiſhed / 


and known. x Sir 
To begin then with what relates to the Firſt Ce. d 
neral Character or Mark of a Falſe Teacher, viz. Falſeneſs | 1g 
of Doctrine. That he that propagates or Teaches Falſe } : 
Principles or DoQrines, does thereby become a Falſe | 
Teacher, is a Truth which carries along with it ſuch 
clearneſs of Evidence, as neither to need nor admit of 
any clearer proof. Tis likewiſe very obvious, that 
by Falſe Principles or Doctrines are throughout this whole 
Letter to be underſtood ſuch, as are contrary to what 
is ſer forth unto us in Holy Writ for our Direction or 
Imitation. | 
What more particularly deſerves Notice and Obſer- 
vation is, That a Man may be juſtly ſaid to Teach and 
Piopagate Falſe Principles and Doctrines, not only by 
Teaching them Profefſedly and Openly in the Publick 
Aſſembly of his Followers, but alſo by any other — 
5 Was 


To. a Diſſenting. Teach. 


te zer, made uſe of by bim to Intimate or make 
n to, his Followers, that he Approves of ſuch their 
4 inciples and Practices. And in this Latitude Lam 
by eequently to be underſtood, where for Brevity's ſake I 
+ ſug preſly make uſe of only the Word [Teach.] 2 


{Having thus cleared the way, I proceed to lay before 

ache Nu ſeveral Inſtances of Falſe Principles and Do@rines, 

n thereby the Falſe Teachers of theſe times ſeduce and 
iſguide the People of this Kingdom. Thus, 


1. We read Luke 22. 41. that our Saviour being about 
Pray, Kneeled down (and as if this was not a Poſture 
Humble enough on ſo extraordinary an occaſion, he 
on urther Fell on his Face, and that on the very Ground, 
he. Mat. 26. 39. Mark 14. 35.) and then Prayed. In like 
manner the Firſt Martyr Stephen, when he was juſt 


1. ein to be put to death, Kneeled down, and then Prayed 
a1] For his Murderers, A#s 7. 60. So Peter Knzeled down 
ey ud Prayed, Acts 9. 40. So Paul Kneeled down and 
T Prayed, Acts 20. 36. Nay, not Paul only, but All the 
.g Feſt of the company with him Nueeled down, though ir 


two great Apoſtles Perer and Paul, &c. that Kneeling 
is a very ſuitable and proper poſture for Prayer, does 
it not hence manifeſtly follow, that whoſoever ſhall 
teach that Kneeling is not a Poſture very Suitable or Proper 
for Prayer, but a piece of Superſtition, He is juſtly to be 


Yy * 


4 condemned as a Falſe Teacher. 


2. Not to mention ſeveral Forms of Prayer (or the 
like) preſcribed by God himſelf in the Old Teſtament, 
tis evident from the New Teſtament, that our Saviour 
compoſed and taught his Diſciples a Prayer, to be 
uſed not only as a Pattern, but alſo as a Conſtant ſtanding 
Form to the World's End. For our Saviour's words to 
his Diſciples are Mat. 6. 9. Therefore Pray qe Ourws 


Thus or So, Our Father, cc. and Like 11, 2. When ye 
| Gant 4 Pray 


1 a a 
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Pray, ſay (what? why this very Form,) Oar" fath: 
&c. And that it was our Saviour's deſign, that thif®®* 
Form ſhould be uſed as long as Chriſtianity it fe1©® 
laſted in this World, is plain from his Limiting ne 
time, after which the Uſe of this Prayer Thould ceaſ; 
and be no longer requiſite ; but on the contrary ex 
reſſing himſelf Indefinitely and without any Limitation| 

Thus Luke-11. 2. When, 1, e. Whenſoever (for the Gree| 
word is the Indefinite Particle dra whenſoever, or if 
whatever Period of Time or Age of the World) ye pray 
ſay, Our Father, &c. And in like manner, ſince the 
Reaſon mentioned by St. Mate hem ( chap. 6. 7, 8.) why 
our Saviour taught his Diſciples this Form, is ſuch; 
as will hold good to the erd of the World; doth ity 
not thence rationally follow, that the Uſe of the 
Lord's-Prayer enjoyned for that Reaſon is alſo to hold S, 
good to the World's end? 3 5 
Again, that our Saviour thought Forms of Prayer 

very Allowable and moſt highly Acceptable to God, Dil 
is evident from his own Example in the Garden. 
Where as we read that he Prayed three times that the 
Cup might paſs from him, ſo we read likewiſe that 
he Prayed ſaying the ſame words, Mat. 26. 44. Mark 14. 
39. Now if the Extraordinary occaſion, on which + 
our Lord then Prayed, be conſidered, tis very ra- 
tional to ſuppoſe, that had our Lord known New or 
Extempore Prayers to be more Acceptable to his Father, 
than the ſame Prayer once or more repeated, he would 
not have failed each time to have made uſe of a Ne- 
Extempore Prayer, that ſo his Prayer (being on ſuch ' 
account more Acceptable to God) might alſo be the 
more effectual to his obtaining what he ſo Earneſtly | 
defired. Wherefore on the contrary, ſince aur Lord 
did not each time make uſe of a New Extempore « 
Prayer, but contented himſelf ro Repeat the ſame F 
Prayer; it manifeſtly follows that our Lord well ' 
knew, that his Prayer would be never the leſs Accep- 
table to his Father, tho' it was no other but the ſame ' 
Repeated. and that New or Extempore Prayers are not 
in any reſpe& more Acceptable to God than ſaying the 
| ame 


7% '« Diſſenting Teacher. 9 
me Prayer Again and Again. Nay, if a compatiſon 
d bs 58 f may be fair] infer, that our Lord 
dked upon a Sound Form of Prayer, how oft ſoever 


hs 
t this 
t Tell 


* beated, more Acceptable to God than New Ex- 
ex ppore Prayers: foraſmuch as he choſe rather to Re- 
engt the Same Prayer ſeveral times, than to make each 


he a New Extempore Prayer (tho' be was the Beſt 
le to do it of All men, that ever were or ſhall be) 
d that upon the moſt Extraordinary and Preſſing 
&ccaſion. | 
the 1 deſire therefore that it may be moſt ſeriouſly and 
partially conſidered , whether from what has been 
uchſſid in the two foregoing Paragraphs it do's not evi- 
h it tly follow, that Whoſoever Teaches, that Ving Forms 
the Prayer is nat moſt highly Acceptable to God, or Beſs Ac- 
old table than, or not Equally Acceptable as, New or Ext em- 
re Prayers, do's not thereby teach what is manifeſtly 
Yer Repugnant, both to the Directions of our Saviour to his 
od, Diſciples, and alſo to our Saviour's Own Practice, and 
en. fo's = thereby juſtly fall under the Cenſure of a Falſe 
eacher ? | | 
3. Our Saviour's Behaviour in the Garden affords us 
Another Particular very Pertinent to our Purpoſe. For 
is the occaſion, on which our Saviour there Prayed, 
as (as has been already obſerved) moſt Extraordinary 
and Urgent; fo Reaſon would have eaſily ſuggeſted to 
us, (had Revelation been wholly filent in the matter) 
hat our Saviour on ſuch an Extraordinary Occafion 
rayed likewiſe with an Extraordinary Earneſtneſs or 
ervency of Devotion. But there is no need to have re- 
Tourſe to Reaſon on this account, ſince St. Luke expreſsly 
E&11s us, Chap. 22. v. 44. that Chriſt being in an Agony 
Prayed more Earneſtly, that is, more Earneſtly than on 
dther Ordinary Occaſions. Since then our Saviour 
Prayed Saying the Same words, or ( which comes to the 
Same) uſed a Form of Prayer, at that very time when 
me Prayed more Earneſtly, than even He himſelf was wont 
Fro Pray at other ordinary times, and conſequently with 
the greateſt Earneſtneſs Man is capable of, is it not a 
| natural conſequence, that in the eſteem of our _ 
= * JavI- 
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0 | whether he that Teaches, that To Pray by Form is a | 
\Þ Quencbing of the Spirit, or is a Sign that he that ſo Pray: to 


; by Form, is not endued with the Spirit, as muc2 as An, Fal 
| r her that Prays without Form; do's not thereby Teach | 


ſelf, let us add that ſtanding Rule delivered by the do 
1 Preacher Eccleſ. 5. 2. Be not raſh with thy Mouth, and let his 
vt thy Heart be Haſty to utter any thing 74 God, Cc. by 
ir But now ſurely it muſt be granted, that he that Prays ws 
by Form, is much more Secured from tranſgreſſing this G 
Rule, than he that Prays without Form, even ſuppoſing wi 
ke doth uſe ſome General Premeditation ; and wy fre 
| much; 


; what is manifeſtly Inconſiſtent with this inſtance of our 6 
K Szviour's Example, and conſequently is not juſtly to be Po-. 
0 ranked among the Number of Falſe Teachers. el 
} | SE pu 
* F. To the foregoing Inſtances, drawn either from the Yhe 
. Directions or from the Prad ice of our Saviour him- Int 


To a Di ſſentin Teacher. Ft 
er touch more Secured, than he that Prays without Form 
0 ther Any Premeditation at All. Foraſmuch as he that 
he rays by Form, may thoroughly Weigh aforehand what 
Me is to Utter in his Prayer, and ſo may be Sure to uſe 
ho Expreſſion or Single Word, that may be ſtiled Raſb 
'& Haſty-or any other way Undecent: whereas he. that 
rays without Form, though he may make uſe of ſome 
neral Premeditation beforehand, yet cannot thereby 
e ſufficiently ſecured from any Accident ſo diſturbing 
Sim, as to make him let fall Raſh or Haſty Words or 
Expreſſions : and he that Prays without both Form and 
that Premeditation, is ſtill more expoſed to fall into Raſh- 
thatSeſs or Haſtineſs of Words and Expreſſions. The plain 
ere-Fonſequence of All which is this; that he that Prays 
nan by Form do's thereby Pray in ſuch a manner, as enables 
Sa. him to Pray more Agreeable to the Rule above · men- 
ed, Yioned , than he that Prays without Form and Extem- 
 ſe-$ore. Whoſoever therefore Teaches the contrary, That 
in. praying without Form and Extempore is to be prefer'd to 
her praying by Form, as being more Agreeable to the Will of God; 
in- "Goth he not thereby Teach what is Inconſiſtent with 
ere the afore-mentioned Rule, and ſo Repugnant to the 
on, Revealed Will of God, which is the only ſure Standard 
a we are to go by ; and therefore ought not Such an One 
3): to conſider, how he can avoid the Imputation of a 
, Falſe Teacher? 


6. To the foregoing Inſtances, relating to Praying by 
Form or without Form, I ſhall next add an Inſtance in 
relation to Preaching by Book or Without Book. To which 
purpoſe conſult Jer. 36. 4, 5,6, &c. Baruch wrote from 
Ihe Mouth of Jeremiah all the words of the Lord, c. The 
n- Inference I make from hence is this, viz. that the Wiſe 
he dom of God judged it Equally Efficacious to declare 
let his Will by reading it Out of a Book, as to declare it 
c. by Word of Mouth; which being put into the Preſent 
ys way of Speaking is as much to (ay, that the Wiſdom of 
is God judges it Equally Edifying to Read a Sermon or Preach 
18 within Book, as to Preach without Book, For 'tis evident 
7 from Verſ. 3. and 7, that the Divine Goodneſs — 


11 A Herter Ham 4 Miniſter F ( 
Deſirous to bring the Jews to a ſincere and timely Re. Fron 
pentance; and therefore tis but rational to ſuppoſe per 
that the Divine Gpodnefs was willing to make uſe ofſtem 
the "moſt Efficacious or ordinary method to this greuſſuc 
end and purpoſe. Wherefore had the Divine Wiſdom Jad 
known, that Delivering his Will by Word of Mouth or nu 
Preaching without Book is a method much more Effi. Nor 
cacions and Edifying, than Delivering his Will or Wo 
— within Book, tis not to be ſuppoſed, but Lit 
that the Providence of God either would have ſo or. x 
dered matters, 2s that the Prophet Jeremiah him. tha 
ſelf ſhould have delivered his meſſage by Word of he 
mouth; or elſe would have ordered and enabled Baruch to 
to have ſo Delivered it, and not to have Read it Out of #fer 
a Book. Wherefore whoſoever Teaches, that Preaching 4 Pr 
within Book is f it ſelf leſs Efficatious.or  Edifying than an 
Preaching without Book, doth he not Teach thereby what 
is very Unwarrantable: and Diſagreeable to the method 
of Divine Goodneſs in making Known frequently his 
Willunto Men? and therefore doth it not behove ſuch! 
an One to conſider, how he can acquit himſelf from 
the Charge of à Falſe Teacher? a 
I might add ſome more Arguments to prove the Folly 
and Falſeneſs oſ ſuch an Aſſertion or Doctrine, but 
mall forbear mentioning ſuch of them here, as I have 
taken notice of in my Letter to a Diſſenting Pariſhioner, 
(p. 39,) to which therefore I refer you for them; and 
{hall only ſubjoyn here T'wo Conſiderations, one in re- 
ference. to Prayer, the other to Preaching, which: 
though not drawn from Scripture, yet ought to be of 
Great Moment or Weight with Diſſenters (if they 
would Ac ſteadily to any ſort of Principles) to convinee 
them of the Wrong Eſteam they have for Praying without 
Form and Preaching without Book. 

In reference then to Praying without Form or Extem- 
pore, I deſire it may be conſidered, by whom this way 
of Praying was at firſt introduced among us; that it 
was one (a) Commin a Popiſh Fryar, who in the Ninth 
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(a) dee Fexes, and Firebrands, pag. 7. &c. 


of 
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pr Queen Elizabeth (in order to draw off the People 
Re. rom our Church, and ſo''td further the ends of Po. 
poſe ery) began to make uſe of the Artiſice of Praying Ex- 
ſe offfempore | which he did ſo! Dexterouſty, and with 
greu uch an ourward feeming Fervour, that he thereby de- 
(dom Juded Many ſo far, as to draw them off from our Com- 
th or Munion, and was amply Rewarded for it by the Pope of 
Effi. Rome. After him one ( Thomas Heath a Jeſuite fol- 
1 or howed the ſame Crafry method, erying out againſt our 
but Liturgy or Common Prayer, and-erying up Spiritual or 
or · xtempore Prayers, and declaring upon Examination, 
im. chat (c) be had been ſix years in Englund, labouring te rene 
of rhe Proreſtantr, and to take off all Smacks of Ceremonies, and 
ruch to make the Church Purer. Whence by the way the Dif 
it of ſenters may learn, that their Pleas: Againſt our Commene = 
ing Prayer and Ceremonies, and For their Extempors Prayers 
and greater Purity iof Worſhip, are of no better than Po- 
piſb Invention, and-ſuch as were put into their Mouths 
by the Popih.Emiſſaries and Prieſſr. 
is 4 In reference to Preathing without Book, tis notori- 
ouſly known to All that have any toletable Knowledge 
of the Papiſts, that tis the Practice aHo: of the Pop 
Prieſts to Preach without Boot, inſomuch that Preaching 
within Book is (very ſeldom or) hever uſed by them. 
Wherefore <.:5:) dlz dguodt n.; 1: a7 
ave ; The Inference to be deduced fromthe two foregoing 
ter, | Paragraphs'is this: That, ſince tis a received Prin- 


ind ciple among the Diſſenters, that: ei? not Expedient or 
re- Good to Symbolixe vr Agree with the Papiſts, in things be- 
ch 3 longing to Divine Worſhip ; it clearty follows from this 
of their Own Principle, that they oughtinor to have.ſq 
ey great an Eſteem either for Extempore Prayer or Preachs 
ice ing without Book, ſince they are no other than what 
4 have been or are practiſed by the Poriſb. Prieſts them- 


ſelves: but onthe contrary, the Diſſenters ought to Piſſił⸗ 
u- their own Teachers for thus Agreeing wit hut he Popiſh Rrieſts 
and to Like the. Miniſters of the Church of England for 


1 r 4 14 — 


(b) See the care, 17. le) See more h) the prerdce to the Treatiſe 
, Entitkd, The Vnreaſonableneſs of Separation, pexuming at pag. 11. 
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Diſagrecing with the ſaid Popiſh Priefts in the faid Par h 
2 Whereas the Diſſenters acting in theſe Caſe: en 
directly contrary to their own Principles above-men. Pear 
tioned, tis manifeſt, that they are not ſteadily guided E 
or governed by any Well- grounded or Firm Principles nd 
but att By or Againſt the very Same Principle, as Fancy, . 
Humour, Perverſeneſs, Intereſt, or ſome ſuch like 
Unwarrantable Motive do's happen to induce them. 
For otherwiſe how is it to be Accounted for, why the 
Diſſenters ſnould make ſuch an Outery Ag#inſt the Sur: 
plice and other Ceremonies of our Church, only becauſe” 
We Agree therein with the Pap:ſts ; and at the ſame time 
cry. Up. ſo much Extempore Prayer and Preaching without 
Book, uſed in their Meetings, when therein They Agree * 
likewiſe with the Papiſts, or elſe learned ſuch Artifices * 
from the Papiſts. | | 

7. We learn from the 1 Corinth. chap. 3. 3,4. 18. 21. 
and 1 Cor. 4. 6, 7, &c. that tis Unwarrantable, either 
on one hand, for Common Chriſtians to be Puffed up for 
One Miniſter againſt Another, or on the other hand, for 


y 

being thus Puff up for Him; though it be on account 
of ſome Real Extraordinary Gift of the Spirit, where- 
with He may be really endued, and-therein excel Ano- 
ther; and though the Diviſion made thereupon does not 
roceed ſo far, as'to: an Actual and Open Separation, in 
reſpe& of Church-Communion. Doth it not then 
clearly follow from hence, that ri much more Unwar- 
rantable for the Commen Diſſenters to be puffed up for their 
Teachers againſt the Pariſb- Miuiſters, or for the Diſſenting 
Teachers to countenance and give way to their Followers being 
thus puffed up for them, and that ſo far as to cauſe, or at 
leaſt help to promote and carry on an Open Separation, even 
ſuppoſing the Diſſenting Teachers were Really endued 
with ſome Spiritual Gifts, which our Pariſh-Miniſters 
were not endued with? And therefore ſtill how much more 
Unwarrantable are ſuch Practices of the Diſſenting both 
Teachers and Followers, when they are on account 
Not of any Real Spiritual Gifts, wherein the Diſſenting 
Teachers do truly excel the Parochial Miniſters, but 
only 


* 


Par Ay on account of ſome Imaginary Gifts, or | Qualificari * 
Case 3 looked upon as Gifts of the Spirit? as may ap- 


dear from theſe two following Conſiderations : | 
Firſt, That nothing can be truly eſteemed as a certain 

Ind infallible Evidence of any Spiritual Gift, which 

may be perform'd by mere Natural Abilities. But now 


men. 
lided 
ples, 


li. ioſe Effects, whereby the Diſſenters pretend to prove, 
em. Hat their Teachers are Gifted, may be very 
the aſily performed by no other than Natural Endow- 
Sur, Inents. For let it be conſidered, whether a Man may 
zuſe hot be ſufficiently fitted or qualified to pray Extem- 
ime Pore or without Form, and to preach without Book, 
your if he hag. but theſe three Qualifications, à Good 
zree Memory, a Good Aſſurance, and Moderate Induſtry. 


ces Bur now may not a Man be endued with all 

R and yet be very far from being Spiritually 

ifted? Nay, (not to obſerve, that ſuch as fall ſhort 
Common Reaſon, yet are frequently found to have 
ery Good Memories; and ſuch as want Common 
oneſty, are frequently found to have the largeſt 
hare of Aſſurance) 'tis undeniable, that all the three 
ore- mentioned Qualifications are equally Common to 
nfidels and Heathens as well as Chriſtians; which 
urely is a ſufficient Proof, that they are to be by no 
eans looked upon as Spiritual Gifts. Whence it 


5 

74 Follows, that a Man may be a very expert Artift at Prag- 

n ing Extempore or without Form, and Preaching wit hon 
Book, and yet be very far from being Spiritually Gifted. 


Secondly, If Praying Extempore or without Form, 


Tequences, either that the Diſſenters do very id in bearing 
uch an Averſion to the Popiſb Prieſts, who, by their own Are 
e are Perſons Spiritually Gifted as well as their own 


$ 

: and Preaching without Book, be certain EffeQs, and 
o' infallible Tokens of being Spiritually Gifted ; then 
> rhe Diſſenters muſt allow, that the Popiſh Priefts are 
; Ppiritually Gifted as well as their Teachers: fotaſmuch 
zs the Former can or do | gray Both as dexterouſly 
As the Latter. Whence follows one of theſe two Con- 


Teachers: or elſe, that Perſen may Pray Extempore and 
1 Preach without Book, and yet be not Spiritually Gifted. = 
| ; i 
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it ſo, then there wants ſome Better Arguments fol 
proving the Diſſenting Teachers to be Spiritually Gift 
ed, than their Knack at Extempore Prayer and Preachs 


ing without Book. 


ritually Gifted ; and that on account hereo the. People ma; 


leave their own Pariſh-Minifters, and follow Diſſentin; 


Teachers; the ſame do's thereby Teach what is Grounds 

leſs, and contrary to. Truth, and to the fare-cited Di. 
rections of St. Paul, and therefore do's but give too: 
juſt Occaſion to be looked upon as a Falſe Teacher? 


8, That it is our Bounden Duty on one hand to R. 
turn Solemn and Publick Thanks to Almighty God for any © 


rom the whole then that has been ſaid upon thi 
Point, doth it not evidently appear, that Whoſoeve 
Teaches, that Praying without Form or Extgmpore , an. 
. Preaching without Book aretrue and i hoe of being Spi. 


Great or Publick Bleſſing vouchſafed unto us, and on gi 


the other hand to humble our ſelyes by Publick Faſt. 
ing on account of ou. National Sins againſt Cod; is a 
Truth confirmed and en forced by Divine Revelation, 
and (as may be reaſonably ſuppoſed) acknowledged in 
general by your ſelf, Sir, and your Followers. For 
it may. be reaſonably ſuppoſed, that upon this Principle 
it is, that You and yaur Followers Religiouſly obſerve 
the Fifth of November, and the Thankſgiving-diys and 


Faſt-days that have been of late years appointed in 
Relation to the War againſt the Common Enemy. And 


indeed ſo far you do Very Well and what is your Bounden 


Duty: but then it is much to be wondered at, why the 


ſame Principle ſhould not carry you further, and Euadj 
engage you to a Religious obſervance of the other 
Thankſgiving- days and Faſt- days, that are appointed to 
be kept on the like Religious accounts, and by the Same 


(if not Greater) Authority: why it ſhould not Equally 
oblige you to obſerve the 30th of January, or twenty 
ninth of May; fince the Murder of King Charles I 


and the Subverſion of the n ry * 1 
ed, is ſurely to 4 


poſtolical Church then Eftabli 
plored as a moſt Heinous Sin; and ſince the Reſtau- 


ration $: 
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s fo 
Zift ration of the Regal Family and Government, together 
ach wich the Apoſtolical Form of Church-Government, is 


Þ ſurely to be acknowledged as a very 2 Mercy and 


thi Bleſſing by all Such, as are not profeſſed and inveterate 
eve Enemies to Monarchy and the Preſent Eſtabliſhment 
an both in Church and State. N 
Again, how comes it to paſs that the ſame Principle 
oth not Equally oblige you to the Religious Obſervance 
f the other Stated Faſis of our Church on account of 
Four Sins, and of thoſe Feſtivals appointed in reference to 
. the ſeveral Signal Circumſtances of our Redemption, &c. 
For is not the Birth of Chriſt, his Circumciſion, his Mani- 
Feſtation to the Gentiles, his Preſentation in the Temple, 
his Crucifixion, Reſurrection, and Aſcenſion, & c. to be 
Re eſteemed as great Bleſſings as thoſe commemorated on 
any the Fifth of November, or the ather occaſional Thankſ- 
'giving-days yearly appointed? Are not the Spiritual 


on 
Faſt. Bleſſings we have received by means of the Apoſtles and 
is a Evangeliſts, & c. no leſs valuable than any Bleſſings we 
10n, Fan receive by the Succefs of our Arms? And if fo, 
d in how can you poſſibly account for your Refuſing to ob- 
For Jerve the Holy-days of our Church, appointed to be 
iple pbſerved only by way of Thankſgiving for the Spiritual 
:rve Mercies and Bleſſings vouchſafed to the World, either 
and by our Saviour, or by means of the reſpective Apoſtles, &c. 
in gommemorated on ſuch Days, or on ſomewhat the like 
And Spiritual Account? Surely was the Caſe not your Own, 
nden put Others, you would be induced thereby to believe, 
the hat ſuch Perſons had at the Bottom a greater Concern 
cally For Succeſs againſt the French King, than for that moſt in- 
ther $ſtimable Victory obtained by Chriſt over Sin, the Devil, 
d to ind Death its ſelf: and that whatever pretences ſuch 
ame Men might make Outwardly of being more Spiritual than 
ally @thers, they were Inwaraly and at the Heart wore Car- 


nty 81, and more Worldly-minded. 3 ap, 

es T. Upon the whole therefore I deſire you would ſeriouſly 

A- Py to heart, Whether it doth not appear from what has 

Do · een faid under this Head, that to Teach that the Obſer. 

tau - Pance of. the Faſts or Feſtivals of our Church is Sinful, Po- 

tion Jiſb, Superfitions, or * is the ſame ineffe as 
| ; te 


18 Letter from a Miniſter | 
10 Teach, that tis Sinful, Popiſh, Superſtitions, or Unwar- | 
rantable to Humble our ſelves for Our Sins, or to Return 1 
Thanks to God on account of the moſt Signal Circumſtances | t 
whereby our Redemption was actompliſhed, &c. and conſe ® ( 
quently is the ſame as to Teach an Erroneous and ; 
Falſe Doctrine: and therefore that he that do's Teach ® 7 
ſo, is moſt juſtly to be accounted a Falſe Teacher. = 1 
F 
r 


9. Tis evident from Hyb. 13. 17. that tis the Duty 
of every Good Chriſtian to Obey the Rulers of the Church 
in All things not Sinful : as J have very largely ſhewn in“ 2 
my other Letter already mentioned (p. 5, 6, &c.) to 2 
which I refer you. Since therefore All the Rites and o 
Ceremonies of our Church are ordained by the fore- ® f 
mentioned Authority, and contain in them nothing 7 
Sinful or Forbidden by God; will it not neceſſarily h 
follow, that every Chriſtian of this Realm is moſt ftrifly ob- Þ 
liged to obſerve the Rites and Ceremoni — our Church, li 
though they are Humane Ordinances; and that whoſoever Fr 
Teaches the contrary, teaches a Doctrine contrary to C 
the Scriptures, and therefore is no other than a Falſe # 1 
Teacher? = nth Jr ba | 

Moreover I deſire to know, whether the Faſt- days and 
Than ſgiwing- days appointed in relation to theWar,orthe # 
Fifth o November, be any other than Humane Ordinances ; #F 2 
and therefore the Practice of You, Sir, and your Fol- 7 
lowers in obſerving the Faſt-days and Thankſgiving- ® p: 
days afore-mentioned do's make one of theſe two Con- D 
ſequences neceſlarily to arife, viz. Either that you judge th 
it not Agreeable to the Will of God, that Humane Or- pa 
dinances ſhould have any place in relation to Church-⸗ er 
matters, and nevertheleſs will Comply with them in fo 
the fore-mentioned reſpects on ſome Temporal or of 
Worldly account; or elſe that you judge it Agreeable 9g; 
to the Will of God, that Humane Ordinances (enated te 

y' Lawful Authority) ſnould take place and be ob- pe: 
ſerved even in relation to Church- matters, and there- re 
fore do obſerve them in the reſpe&s above: mentioned, 
though. you will not obſerve them in other reſpects, 
and that for no other or better reaſon in truth, bur be- 
cauſe you WiÞ not. Nay, 
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Nay,'tis further to be added, that One of theſe Con- 
ſequences being neceſſarily to be Allowed. (vis. Either 
that you Do or do Not judge it I to the Will of 
God, that Humane Ordinances ſhould be of any Force 
in Religious matters) let which you think Beſt be Al- 
lowed of, it will be abundantly Sufficient to prove your 
Practice (as to the Caſe before us) chargeable with 
(what you would be apt to call in others) Inſinceri 
and Hypocriſy. For if you do not judge it Agreeable 
ro God's Will, that Humane Ordinances ſhould be of 
any Force in Religious matters, then how will you 
acquit your ſelves from Inſincerity and Hypocriſy in 
obſerving thoſe Humane Ordinances you do obſerve, 
ſuch as the Fifth of November, the Occaſional yearly 
Thankſgiving-days and Faſt-days, &c. and on the other 
hand, if you do judge it Agreeable ro God's Will, that 
Humane. Ordinances ſhould be of any Force in Re- 
ligious matters; then how will you acquit your ſelves 
from Inſincerity and Hypocriſy, in Pretending your 
Conſcience will not permit you to obſerve the Stated 
Thankſgiving-days or Faſt-days of our Church, becauſe 
they ace Humane Ordinances ? 


to. We read Levit. 19. 30: and 26. 2. this Command, 
Ye ſhall keep my Sabbaths, and reverence my Sanctuary: 
T am the Lord. Of which Command, as the Former 
part requires due Regard to be paid ro the Sabbarh, or 
Day Sanctified or ſer apart for Divine Worſhip; fo 
the Latter does as ſtrictly require due Regard to be 
paid to the Sanctuary or Place San&ified (7. e. Conſe- 
crated) or ſer apart for Divine Worſhip. Tis there- 
fore but highly Reaſonable to conclude, that Each part 
of this Command was deſigned ro be of Equal Obli- 
gation, and conſequently that the Obligation of the Lat- 
rer as well as the former is to be looked upon as Per- 


1 petual. And for a very good Confirmation hereof we 


read Mar. 11. v. 15, 16. that our Saviour caſt out of the 
Temple all that bought and ſold, &c. and would not ſuffer ſo 
much a; Veſſel to be carried through the Temple. Where 
by the way it is worthy to ” obſerved, that the chings 

8 2 there 


2 A Teiler from à Miniſter 
there bought and ſold, and the Maney«changing there J 


mentioned, had ſome (viz. a remote] relation even to b 
the Divine Service then in uſe, and yet was Forbidden 5 
by our Saviour, as unbecoming the great Reverence 5 
due to the Houſe of God: and alſo it is obſervable, that 0 
our Saviour's Prohibition runs in general terms, and ſo ? 
is to be underſtood, not only in reference to the Times © ©© 
of Divine Service, but alſo in reference to Al other Times, % 3 
even when Divine Service was not Performing. Since + 
therefore Reverence is to be paid to (Places EinQifed = 
or Conſecrated to Divine Worſhip, that is, in one word 3 
to) Churches under the Goſpel as well as under the Las-ẽ; 8 
and ſince this Reverence is due to Such Places, not on- * 
ly in the time of Divine Service, but at all other times; J 
and ſince Putting off che Hat is according to the Cuſtom & |: 
of this Country, one way of expreſſing Reverence to | — 
Places as well as Perſons; will it not hence follow, that . 


whoſoever ſhall Teach that to ſhew Reverence to Churches | 
(particularly by putting off the Hat, when we go into them, &r 
whether it be In or Out of the time of Divine Service,) is | 


Superſtitious and Popijh, does give juſt Occaſion to have - 
himſelf cenſured as a falſe Teacher? * 
11. Our Saviour when he ſent the Twelve Apoſtles of 
forth to Preach, expreſly forbids them to make any 

Proviſion for themſelves, and ſubjoyns this Reaſon, } - | 
For the Workman is worthy of his meat, Mat. 10. 10. Tea 
And the like Prohibition is alſo given by our Saviour 
to the Seventy Diſciples, and that for the like Reaſon, * ack 


wiz. For the Labourer is worthy of his Hire, Luke 10. 7. Roy 
And we are expreſly aſſured by St. Paul, that our Sa- ig 
viour did hereby deſign to ordain, that they which en 
Preach the Goſpel, jbould live of the Goſpel, 1 Cor. g. 14. to Þ 
which add 1 Tim. 5. 17. Now do not theſe Texts plain- Lj. 
ly evince, that he is to be accounted a falſe Teacher, cor 
who directly contrary to Them does Teach, that ri? 77. 
not lawful for a Miniſter to receive Tit hes, or take Pay fer ada 
Preaching; or that he is not a True Miniſter of the Goſpel, | Suf 
that des ſo receive Tithes or. Pay? Nay, tis to — 2 
obſerved on the contrary, that 'tis manifeſt from 2 Cor. 
3 


19 a. D1/[ſeuting Teacher... 21 
11, v. 12, 13. that the Falſe Taachers in St. Paul's time 
did endeavour to Recommend themſelves to the People 
by preaching Freely, or Refuſing to take any Wages or 
Pay. Whence- it Naturally follows, that Preaching 
Freely or without Pay is by no means 2 Proof or Token 


of a True and Faithful Miniſter of Chriſt; but on the 


* r 4. — 
ts. 


contrary may be well looked upon only as an 4rtifiee 


8 


made uſe of (as in St. Paul's time, ſo now adays) to 
Seduce and Decetive un wary People: and that ſuch as uſe 
this Artifice naw adays, deſerve likewiſe the ſame Cha- 
racter that is given by St. Paul to thoſe that made uſe 
of it in his days, wiz, Such are Falſe Apoſtles, Deceitful 
Workers, transforming themſelves into the Apoſtles of Chriſt. 
And no marvel: for Satan himſelf is transformed into an 
Angel of Light, Therefore it is na great thing, if bis Mi- 


© mniſters alſo be tran:formed as the Miniſters of Righteouſ! neſs: 


whoſe End ſhall be according to their Works, 2 Cor.- 11. 
7.19, 34:38. d 4 Ix Bene 3 

Theſe, Sir, are the Several Inſtances of the falſe Do- 
ctrines ſpread abroad and taught by the falſe Teachers 
of theſe times, which I judged moſt Pertinent and 
Proper to lay here together before you, in reference ta 
the Firſt General Character or Mark above-mentioned 
of a Falſe Teacher, viz. Falſenefs of Ductrine. 5 


1 _—_ 


I come now to the other General Character of a Falſ: 
Teacher, viz. Falſencſs of Miſſiow. For that No one ought 
to take upon him to Teach without being duly Sent, ig 
acknowledged by All Parties, as being Evident from 
Rom. 10. 15. Heb. 5. 4. &c. The Great Matter in Debate 
is what is requiſite to àa True Miſſion. And in refer- 
ence to this Matter, I ſhall not ſtand to conſider All the 
ſeveral Opinions about it, but confine my ſelf to what 


I judge Pertinent to your Caſe, and ſo moſt Proper to 


Perform ey. other part of the Minifterial-Office.. —— 
$ 0 B 3 


convince You and your Followers, that you have nat 8 


True Miſſion, or (which is the ſame) that (what is now 
adays called) 2 Presbyterian Ordinatien is not Valid or 
Sufficient to Authorize the Perſon ſo ordained to Teach, or te 


Now 


E 
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Now the moſt natural method to put an Happy Iſſue 
to this Controverſy, I take to be Laying open «1 True 
and Proper ſtate ＋ the Queſtion controverted: and this 
ſurely cannot be Better done than by conſidering What 
it was that gave Original or Birth to this Controverſy. 

*Tis then too well known to require Proof, that this 
Controverſy, as it now ſtands between us and you, 
was occaſioned at the time of the Reformation from 
Popery, by ſome that were then called Preshyters, who 


took upon them to give Ordination to others; and 


from whom therefore All ſuch as have ſince abetted or 
maintained the Validity of ſuch Ordination have been 
ſtiled Presbyterians, and ſuch an Ordination has been 
on the ſame account ſtiled a Presbyterian Ordination. 
Hence it appears, that the True State of this Con- 
troverſy depends upon the ſtare of the Miniſterial Office 
at the time of the Reformaticn; and that whoſoever 
world judge aright of the Validity or Invalidity of 
(what has been ever ſinee the Reformation called) 
Presbyterian Ordination, muſt in the firſt place duly in- 
form himſelf, In what Senſe the word Presbyters was 
taken at the time of the ſaid Reformation, What Order 
of 'the Miniſtry was then diſtinguiſhed or known b 
that Name, and with What Miniſterial Power thoſe 
then called Presbyters were Inveſted, by vertue of the 
Ordination they themſelves had Received. 
Whence by the way I ſuppoſe it will alſo be allowed 


by Judictous Perſons, that your Common Method of 
having Recourſe Immediately, or in the very Fig place 
to Scripture, is not ſo Proper. For the Queſtion is 
Not, Whether ſuch as were called Presbyters in the 

times of che New Teſtament, had the Power of Ordina- 

tion; but the Queſtion: we are Concerned” about, is 
this, Whether fuch as were called Presbyters at the 
time of the Reformation, had the Power of Ordination. 
And therefore, ſince the Uſe or Signification-of Words | 
may and frequently does Alter ( inſomuch as the Same | 
Word, which in one Age was promiſcuouſly applied 
to Two Offices, in another Age may be appropriated * 
to One, nd that the Inferiour Office, or on the con- 


449% Teaemy. 


trary, Oc.) and ſince by. Conſequence the Sameneſs of 
Name is-no concluſive proof of rhe Sameneſs of Office 
or Authority : it muſt be Allowed,that though ir ſhould 
be Granted, that Thoſe-called Presbyters in the New 
Teſtament had the Power of Ordination ; yet 'twill 
by no means thence follow, that Thoſe called Presby- 
ters at the time of the Reformation had likewiſe the 
Power of Ordination. 1 

In ſhort then, the Main ſtreſs of the Controverſy we 
are concerned in, lies upon the Uſe or Signification of 
the Name Presbyters at the Time of the Reformation, 
which therefore comes next to be ſpoken to. 

Tis then well known and acknowledged by all your 
Own Writers, that At, and for ſome Hundred Years 
Before the Reformation, the Diſtinction of the Three 
Miniſterial Orders, as they now ſtand in the Church of 
England, had obtained in All parts of the Chriſtian 
World: and that according to this Diſtin&ion, as Thoſe 
of the Uppermoſt Order of the Three were At, and for 
ſome Hundred Years Before the Reformation, alone 
ſtiled Biſhops, and were alone Inveſted with the Power 
of Ordination; ſo the Name of Presbyters was At, and 
for ſome Hundred 2 the Reformation applied 
only to Thoſe that were of the Second Miniſterial Order, 
and ſo Inferiour to Biſhops, and conſequently Not Inveſted 
with the Power of Ordination.. 

Since then it has been already obſerved, that the Que- 
ſtion in Debate is, Whether ſuch as were ſtiled Preſ- 
byters at the time of the Reformation had the Power of 
Ordination; and ſince 'tis as certain as any thing can 
be made by the Univerſal Confent of gEccleſiaſtical 
* Hiſtory, and ſince 'tis hereupon no other than what is 
. r by the Learned Men of your Own Per- 

ſwaſion, that the Name of Presbyters did, At; and for 
ſome Hundred Years Before the Reformation, denote 
only ſuch Miniſters as were Inferiour to Biſbops, and were 
never Inveſted with the Power of Ordination, hence (1 
think) it clearly follows, that the true State of the 
Queſtion controverted by us, is in ſhort and plain 
Engliſh this, vis, ay | | 
* B 4 he- 


„ Mey 
* Whether a Perſon in Holy Orders, though neuer In- 
* veſted Himſelf with the Power of Ordination, can never. 
| © theleſs be truly ſaid to have the juſt Power of Ordina- 
tion, or ' (which come, to the ſame) can nevertheleſs 
g: duly nd rightly take, upon him to give Ordination to 
Ot 8 41 N „In en © 5 


This is the true State of the Queſtion under Debate. 
put into plain Engliſh, and freed from the Ambiguous Sig- 
nification of the Word Presbyter, and reſtrained only to 


longs to this Preſent Controverſy, as hath been above 
e wn. ORE 
Now the Queſtion being thus truly and plainly 
ſtated, -on which Side of it (Affirmative or Negative) 
the Truth lies, ſeems to be fo clear, as to be in a manner 
Self. evident. For Common Reaſon teaches us, that No 
one can duly act Beyond the Commiſſion he receives; or 
Beyond that Degree of Authority, wherewith he has been 
Inveſted. And if ſo, then it follows, that ſuch Presbyrert | 
as are concerned in this Controverſy, could not duly 
Ordain, ſince they were never Inveſted with the Power 
af Ordination; and conſequently, that by taking upon 
them to Ordain, they a&ed Beyond that Miniſterial 
Commiſſion they had received, or Beyond that Degree of | 
Miniſterial Authority, wherewith they had been In- 
veſted ; and therefore ated Unguly and Unwarrantably, 
To the Teſtimony of Common Reaſon may be added the 
Greater and more Weighty Teſtimony of Revelation, 
(And indeed the Queſtion being thus truly ſtated, Re- 
courſe is now very properly to be had to the Serriptyres 
for determining, which Side of the Queſtion is to be 
embraced, as being agreeable to God's Revealed Will.) 
As therefore St. Paul argues in the fore - cited Rom. 10. 15. 
How can th:y'preach, except they be ſent, namely to preach ? 
ſo it 15 to * argued in this Cafe, How can they Ordain, 
except they be ſent, namely to Ordgin ? ey "> ng 
But there ſeems to be no Occaſion to infiſt on the 
Teſtimony either of Reaſon or Revelation, ſince what 
they are brought to prove in the Caſe before us, is 
: "To | Grant- 


that Peculiar Signification of the ſaid Word, which be» | 
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Power of 
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granted (if not expreſly, yet in Effect) by your O . 
arty. For whilſt you go about * the Validity 
pf your Presbyrerian Ordination, by endeavouring to 
hew that the Presbyters in the New {Teſtament were 
aveſted with Apoſtolical Authority, as to the per- 
manent or ſtanding Parts of the Apoſtolical Office, and 
gonſequently were Inveſted with the Power of Ordi- 
ation: you do Implicitly or in Effect grant and ac- 
nowledge th Main Point, that 'the Church of England: 
2quires to be granted and acknowledged, to wit, thar: 
Io one can Duly or Rightfully Ordain, without being himſelf 
* Duly inveſted with the Apoſtolical Power of Ordination. 
nd 12 far you are in the Righe: your unhappy- 
rror lies in this, that you ſeem not throughly to un- 
erſtand, or ſufficiently to be aware (of the Promiſcueus 
nd conſequently Ambiguous Uſe of the Word Prerbyter, 
thence it comes to paſs) that though it be certainly 
ue, that Such as are Inveſted with the full Extent of 
He — — Power, ate Inveſted with the 
dination; and though it ſhould alſo be 
e, that Thoſe called Presbyters in the New Teſta- 
Dent, were thus Inveſted with tlie full Extent of the 
tanding Apoſtolical Power: yet both theſe do not 
ail you any thing towards the Juſtification of your 


" Wiſe; forafmuch as what has been ever fince the Refer. 


ation called Preibyterian Ordination, was at firſt brought 
p, and has been ever ſince continued, by ſuch Presbyters 
were Newer themſelves Inveſted with the Apoſtolical 
wer of Ordination; and conſequently - ſuch an Ordi- 
tion is not a' Due and Valid Ordination. 46 
And thus I have by (what I think to be) a very Na- 

Pral and Clear Method ſhewn, that the Presbyterian 


| @aination, which hath been praftiſed-in this Kingdom 


mce the Reformation from Popery, and which alone 
concerned in the Controverſy between the Church of 
gland and your Party, ir by no means valid and ſufficient 
authorize any one to take upon him the Exerciſe of any 
rt of the Miniſterial Office : whence it will follow, that 
that does upon ſuch an Undue Ordination or Falſe 
Von take upon him to Teach, is a Falſe Teacher. 
| Though 


— 
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es iat by the faid Biſbops are to be underſtood Precbyters,: 
. Huch leſs: that the Power of Ordination does appertain to 
is Nresbytert. The other Argument made uſe of by ydur 


nt, NVriters from this Phil. 1. 1. ſhall be taken notice of 
a nder the two enſuing Texts. 5 cf 
H. 2. Another Place of Scripture made uſe of by your 


Vriters is, 1 Tim. 3. from which Chapter they infer, 


ules concerning Biſhops and Deacons, and none con- 
Rerning Presbyters; therefore tis but rational to ſup- 


ow (in Anſwer to this way of Arguing, I might here 
ew, that it is Such as 2 your ſelves will not Stand 
, or Allow of in a like Caſe: but becauſe this will 
ore conveniently fall under the Conſideration of the 
ext to be next mentioned, I ſhall therefore omit it 
Pere, and) I ſhall only deſire that it may be conſidered, 
PVhy it may not be altogether as Rational to ſuppoſe, 
at P resbyters may be denoted by Deacons? V. 8. Sure 


am, the Word Arexovo does literally ſignify no more 
han Miniſters, and therefore the Presbyters of thoſe 
imes might by the Apoſtle be well enough ſtiled 
S12xov0t, juſt as Presbyters are now adays called, and 
hat moſt frequently, Miniſters. Add hereunto, 1ſt, That 
othing is contained in the Rules there given concern- 
ng thoſe that are there ſtiled Deacons, but what is very 
pplicable to Presbyters. 21y, That I deſire you to pro- 
Nuce ſome Inſtance in the New Teſtament, where the 
Words Deacons and Presbyters are mentioned together, or 
y way of Diſtinction; and therefore, 3ly, That there is 
no Reaſon in Scripture (for I would have it obſerved, 
hat I am now Arguing upon your own Principle, 
hich will allow of nothing for Proof, but what may 
e produced from Scripture) why the Word Deacons ei- 
her in 177. 3. 8. or Phil. 1. 1. ſhould be underſtood 
f Deacons properly ſo called; and therefore it may very 
well be underſtood of Presbyters. And thus you fee, that 

either Place of Scripture already mentioned will afford 
Fou a Concluſive Argument, whereby you may 4 


at it being not probable , that St. Paul ſhould give 


Soſe, that Biſbops in Verſe 1. are put to denote Presbyters. 
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leſs proved, That the Power of Ordination did belong to 
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that Preriyters were ſo much as called Biſhops, much lef 
that ex the Power of Ordination. What more migh 
be ſaid in order to ſnew, that this 1 Em. 3. (as alſal 
Phil. x. 1.) makes nothing for you, will be (as I have 
above intimated) very convemently taken notice of in 


the Confideration of the next Paſſages of Scripture, 
Wherefore, U : 1 


3. Another Paſſage of Scripture urged by your Party 
is Tit. 1, 5, 7. For this Cauſe left I thee in Crete that tho 
ſhouldſt —— Ordain Presbyters or) Elder For # Biſho 
2wnft be blameleſs, &rc. The Inference drawn by you 
Writers from hence is, that the Word Biſhop in v.) 
is to be referr'd to Elders in v. 5. Well, and what doe: 
thence follow, that Presbyters have the Power of Ordina. 
tion? By no means. For though it ſhould be allowed 
that 1 05 in v. 7. of this Chapter doth belong to Ederer di 
in v. 5. and alſo that B:ſhops-in 1 Tim. 3. 1. do denote or 
include. Precbyters or Eldersz yet after all, both theſe 
Allowances will only prove the Promiſcuous Uſe of the 
Word Biſbop, which is not denied; but will by no 
means prove the Power of Ordination to belong to Presbyters, 
or ſuch as are in the td fore-cited Places called Bijbopr. 
For neither in 1 Tim. 3. nor in Tit. 1. is there any one 
Particular mentioned, whence it can be inferr'd, much 


ſuch as are there ſtiled Biſhops. Nay, in Tit. 1. there are 
fome Particulars, which eford very good Grounds for 
inferring, That the Power of Ordination did not belong tof 
ſuch an one as is there v. 7, ftiled a Biſhop ; one of which 
Particulars I ſhall rake notice of in the very next Para- 
graph, and another in a more proper Place. 
gain then ( and to come now to that way of, Ar- 
Suing, which though made uſe of by your Party in one 
Caſe, yet I above intimated would not be allowed of 
by you. in a like Caſe, which J fhall here mention, viz, 
as your Writers are wont to argue, that it is not probable 
that St. Paul ſhould in PHI. 1. r. direct his Epiſtle to 
Biſhops and Deacons without taking notice of Presbyters ; | 
and in Tim. 3. ſhould give Rules concerning Biſhops and 
0 . 


/ 


Pe.acons, and none concerning Presbyters; and thereſore 
t is but rational to ſuppoſe, that Presbyters muſt he de- 
Hoted in the fore- mentioned Places by Biſbeps: ſo in 
ike manner) it may be here argued, that it is not 
robable that Titus was to Ordain only Elders and no 
Deacons; and by Conſequence it is not probable, that 
t. Paul ſhould here deſign to give Titus Rules only con- 
 Werning/E/ders, and not alſo concerning Deacons; and 

Wherefore according to your fore-mentioned way of 
\rguing, tis but Rational to ſuppoſe, that under the 
general Word Biſbop, v. 7. are to be comprehended 
Deacons as well as Presbyters; eſpecially ſince there is 
othing in the literal Signification of the Words 
mnxorG@ and drazarC@, which hinders them from 
eing applied to the ſame Perſons. And indeed ac- 
ording to this Interpretation the Rules of St. Paul given 
d Titus will be Full or Anſwerable to all the Caſes re- 


1 uiſite to be underſtood, and-may be thus Paraphraſed: 
hel this Cauſe left I thee in Crete that thou ſhouldſt - Or- 


ain Elders in every City . If any be blameleſ. For 
ot to ſtand giving diſtin& Rules proper to each Mi- 
iſterial Degree, viz. to Presbyters properly ſo called, and 
ſo to Deaton properly ſo called; it will be ſufficient to 
y in general, That whoſoever is to be admitted by you into 
y Miniſterial Care of, or Inſpectien over the Church, that 
„in one general Word) 4 Biſbop muſt be blameleſs, &c. 
hus you ſee, that according to your own way of 
rguing, Deacons as well as Presbyters may be very well 
Inderſtood by the general Name of Bijbops in this Tit. 1.7. 
d therefore muſt be Equally allowed to have the Power 
Ordination : which is nevertheleſs what you your ſelves 
ny in reſpe& of Deacons, and therefore what with 
qual Truth may likewiſe be denied by Us in reſpe@ of 


9f resbyters. And this will ſtill appear more clearly, 
;,, Nom what I ſhall have Occaſion to ſay, in the Con- 
le Neration of the Text I ſhall next proceed to. | 
by . The Text I mean is, 1 Pet. 5. 1. The Elders whith 


ad e among Fate I exhort, who am alſo an Elder (to which 
y be added 270hn i. and 370br1i.) Henee, — your 
riters, 
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20 A Letter from 4 Miniſter 
Writers, it appears that the Apoſtles were P resbyter 
Ay certainly, and Who ever denied it? But Jett 

hence appear (what ought to be proved by ya 

Writers, if they would prove any thing to the Py 

ſe,) that the Apeſtles were only, or no other, than Pr 
bros or (which comes to the ſame) that every Pr 
- byter is an Apoſtle? Certainly no: For though a Sup 
rior Order does frequently preſuppoſe and include 
its Relative Inferior Orders, yet in no Caſe does t 

Contrary obtain, as being Unnatural and ſo Irratio 
To give you two or three familiar Inſtances: In reſp 
of Univerſity-Degrees tis well known, that the Deg 

of Maſter or Doctor, in any Faculty, does preſuppoſe at 
include the Degree of Batchelor in the ſame Facul 
. Likewiſe in the Profeſſion of Common Law, the Deg 
of a Serjeant preſuppoſes or includes that of a Barriſt 
and, Laſtly, in Nobility, the Degree or Dignity of aD 

preſuppoſes and includes the Dignity of a Marqueſs, E 

and Baron: but in neither of the three fore- mention 

_ Inſtances does the Contrary hold good. And juſt ſo 
it in the Miniſterial Orders, the Apoſtolical or (as it 
otherwiſe now called) the Epiſcopal! Order preſuppo@ 
and includes the Order of Presbyter, and alſo of Deaco 
but not on the contrary. Whence it comes to pi 
that (as it does not follow, that, becauſe every Ma 
or Doctor is alſo a Batchelor in the ſame Faculty, the 
fore every Batchelor is a Maſter or Doctor; or beca 
every Serjeant at Law is allo a Barriſter, therefore eve 

Barriſter is a Serjeant ; or laſtly, becauſe' every D 

is a Marqueſs, &c. therefore every Marqueſs, 4 i 

D#ke: ſo) in the Caſe before us, though every 4p:i@ 

or Perſon of the Apoſtolical, otherwiſe called the 1 

Order, be alſo a Presbyter or Deacon ; yet it dot 

thence follow, that every Presbyter or Deacon is a Per 

of the Apoſtolical or Epiſcopal Order. And thus you may iii 

that from the fore - cited Words of St. Peter or of St. 7 
no Concluſive Proof can be drawn for the Equality 

the Order of. Presbyters with the Apoſtolical or Epiſcey 

Order; but only that the Word Presbyter was ſo 

times applied to the Apeſtolical or Epiſcopal Order, p 


j 
3 
” 


* 

1 
"W 
\ . 

+ 
 » 
Mt 
ö ” 
4.8 
0 
* 
4 
. 
io 
„ 
4% 
LH 4 
' 


- 


. 
— 


— — ps — — m 
Por ET IF IRS. YT» 
-» _— . 2 - 
r — — * — 
— - — - 


— ww — 


ticula 


— —„»„ — — 
TS OTE ͤ w tr nr 


Toa Diſſenting T eacher. 317 


„T ticular! way of Humility or Condeſcenſion, which 
s (I chinl) 22 ſeem to any Uubiaſs'd Reader to be the 
Motive of St. Peter's ſtiling himſelf in the fore-cited 
p,MPlace EvuresoCvree ©. Not to add, that according to 
Ihis Example tis well known, that the Common Practice 
Jof the Biſhops of our Church, is no other than this, 
iz. for any one vf them, when he writes to a Presbyter, 
o ſubſcribe himſelf, Your Afectionate Brot her: which he 
does (not as Biſhop, for in this ſtrict Senſe he is not 5 
Brother, but a Superiour to the Presbyter ; but in St. Peter's 
MLanguage) w SupuretoCurrg®, i. e. as being alſo 4 
Precbyter. | 
But further Jet, to make you ſtill more ſenſible of the 
great Weakneſs of the Inference drawn by your P 
from theſe Texts of St. Peter and St. John, I deſire it 
ay be conſider'd, that if St. Peter's or St. John's ap- 
lying to themſelves the Word Presbyte, is a ſufficient 
rgument to prove, that A Presbyters have Apoſtolical 
Power, and conſequently the Power of Ordination; then 
t muſt alſo be allowed, that St. Paul's applying to him- 
elf (and that more than once, ſee Epheſ. 3. 7. Col. 1. 
23. &c. nay, even to Chriſt Rom. 15. 8.) the Word 
Deacon, is as ſufficient an Argument, that AZ Deacon: 
re alſo inveſted with Apeſtolical Power, and ſo with the 
Power of Ordination. And thus you ſee, that your Own 
ay of Inferring will force you much further than 
ou can afford to go Willingly, or according to your 
Dwn Principles; which is indeed no other than uſually 
appens to the Abetters or Maintainers of bad and 
rroneous Cauſes. What then is to be ſaid hereupon 
ut this, that if you your felves do maintain or allow, 
at though the Word Deacon be ſometimes applied to 
he Apeſtles or Chriſt, yet it does not hence follow, that 
Alt Deacons or) Deacons properly ſo called have __ 
Peer, particularly that of Ordination: then by Parity 
f Reaſon you muſt alſo maintain, or at leaſt allow, that 
hough the Word Pretbyter be ſometimes applied to the 
poſtlet, yet it does not thence follow, that (A Preſ- 
yrers 29 Presbyters properly ſo called have Apoſtolicat 
Powe, particularly that of Ordinatien. Nay, 3 me 
eave 


— 
= 
_ 


- — a »»» * _ - 
a | - > "—_ = — 7 
* hs DOC Ws = : 2 
>. a — — - 2 * 2 22 22 2 
2 . - 0 — . * — - —_ - — 
— - — - ” ” » - * 


— — — 22 
— 
* — 
þ 4 - _— — ” * 
- — — - — 
— 22 — — 


5 — 


— 


. S 


— 


may be very well 
id, 


32. A: Letier from a Miniſter 
Ieave to add, that whatever ſort of Arguments you can 
produce for Presþyters properly ſo called being Diſtin# from pr) 
and Superisur e Deacon; the like or. as good may bene 
oduced for the B/ſbop of our Church, being Diſtind er 
rom and Superiony to Prebyters; and therefore the One rſt 
as. well as the Other, ught to be allowed by you, weren 4 
you guided Uniformly by any Pringiples. _ 


5. I come now to the laſt Text that remains to beſſ © 
here mentioned, 1 Tim, 4. 14. ---- with the Laying on 
the Hands of the Pregbytery, Now the Argument drawr 
from hence by your Writers, namely, that the Presbyter) 
have the Power of £99" on of hands, or of Ordination, 
nſwered from what has been already 
concerning the word Prestyter being promiſcuouſij 
applied to the Apoſtles themſelves. For hence it will 
follow, that by the Laying on of the hands of the Presbytor) 
here mentioned may very well be underſtood the Lay 
ing. on of the hands of no other than the Apoſtles, And 
that hereby is to be underſtood the Laying on of the HaniWDoa 
( at leaſt ) of the Apoſtle St. Paul is evident from 2 Tim. 
1, 6, where the ſame Ordination, which is in the fore. 
cited..place attributed to the Presbytery , is expreſly 2. 
tributed to St. Paul himſelf. Whence it will neceſſarih 
follow, that though the Presbytery mentioned 1 Tim. 4 
14. did joyn with St. Paul in the Ordination of Timathy 
yet they did only joyn with him, and that therefore from 
thence it can never be proved, that the Power of Or. 
dination did lie in or belong to the Presbytery it ſelf there 
mentioned. Ska OS eat 
And though what is already ſaid be ſufficient to ſhew 
that the Inference drawn by your Party from the fore 
Cited 1 Tim. 4. 14. cannot prove what it is brought to 
prove: yet to convince you more fully of the Badneſs 
of your Cauſe, I ſhall here ſubjoyn two Conſiderations, 
which tend clearly to evince, that the Power of Ordinetion 
did not belong to Presbyters properly ſo called in the Nen 
Teftament. © 1 | 5 
The 1 Conſideration is ( that which I above hintec 
at) in reference to Tita, 1. 5. For I delire it may be 
N | 7 BY : : Con: 
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onſidered, whether there could be any probable Oc- 
aſion for Titus's being left in Crete to Ordain ( Precbyters 
vr) Elders in Every City, if ſo be that P resbyters had then 
he Power of Ordination. For ſurely the Presbyters, that 
ere Ordained by Titus in one or two of the Cities he 
irſt came at, might have very well Ordained Presbyters 
n All the other Cities, had they been inveſted with the 
ower of Ordination. And therefore, ſince the Pres- 
yters firſt Ordained by Titus were not ſo appointed 
> Ordain Others in the other Cities, but Titus him- 
elf was left to Ordain Presbyters (not in one or two 
put) in every City; it may be reaſonably inferr' d, 
hat the Presbyrers ſo ordained by Titus were not impowered 
hemſelves to Ordain others, 

The other Conſideration is this, that ſince there are 
o be found no Rules of Ordination (in any of the other 
piſtles, tho* many more in Number, but) only in the 
piſtles to Timothy and Titus, who as ſingle Perſons Pre- 
ded over and Governed the Churches of Epheſus and 
rete: hence it may be Rationally inferred, that the 
Doctrine of the Church of England concerning the 
Power of Ordination belonging ( not to a Community of 
recbyters, but) to Single Perſons by Us called Biſbops, 
no other than what is agreeable to the Direction and 
ractice of the Great Apoſtle St. Paul, and conſe- 
juently of Apoſtolical Conſtitution, 


Thus I have conſidered the ſeveral Texts made uſe of 
y your Writers to defend your Presbyterian Ordination, 


nd have largely ſhewn that they all fall very ſbort of 
pefending it. | 


There remains now only one Particular more to be 


token notice of under the Second General Head, and 
elt is that Common Artifice made uſe of by the Diſſent- 
ng Teachers, to give the People a wrong Notion of Our 


piſcopacy, and ſo to prejudice them againſt it: where- 

5 the very Argument made uſe of by them Againſt our 

piſcopacy does in Truth, and if throughly conſidered, 

ake Not againſt Epiſcopacy, as maintained by the Church 
G 


of England, but Againſt Prerbyterianiſm , Indepen 
de nay, Oc. | 3 "44 
Now the Artifice I mean is your Suggeſtiny to the 
People, that Epiſcopal Government, as maintained by th 
Ghurch of England, is only an Effect of Humane Pride an; 
Ambition, and no other than @ picce of Popery, A Sug 
geſtion fo notoriouſly Falſe, that either thoſe who make 
uſe of it, muſt be ſuppoſed alrogether Ignorant them. 
ſelves of the Ancient Records of the Primitive Church; 
or elſe deſignedly to take Advantage of the Ignoranc 
of thoſe Perſons, whom they poſſeſs with this Falſ 
Opinion: which ſurely is a moſt Wicked Method o 
ſupporting a Bad Cauſe, and is no other than what iz 
moſt highly and juſtly blamed in the Popiſh Priefts, who 
frequently make uſe of the like Method, as the Diſſent 
ing Teachers do in this Caſe. 1 
'Tis then fo evident from tha Ancient Hiſtory of th 
Primitive Church, that 'tis granted by the (a) mo 
Learned Men, and Chief Champions of your own 
Party, that Biſhops were Diſtinct from, and Superiour t. 
Presbyters, and were alone Inveſted with the Power a 
Ordination (to ſpeak at the loweſt) before the Con 
verſion of Conftantine the Great, But now 'tis well 
known, to ſuch as are any thing Converſant in th 
Hiſtory of the Primitive Church, that the Space be. 
tween the firſt Planting of the Chriſtian Church,. ant 
the Converſion of the Emperor Conſtantine to the Faith, 
were Times, wherein Chriſtianity was not only in very 
Mean and Low Circumſtances, but even greatly perſecuted; 
in which Perſecutions the Biſhops, as being Heads of the 
Church, were ſure to be principally ſought for, and te 
be pur to Death in the Firſt Place by the Perſecutors 


* 
— * _— 


(a) Sdlmaſrs allows the Diftintion of Biſhops ftom, and Supe 
riority to Presbyters, to have obtained about either the Beginning c 
Middle of the Setond Century. Walo Meſſalinus, page 223, 224. 

Blondel Lkewiſe allows, that this Uſage had prevailed about 
A. P. 140. Atolog, pro Sentent. Hieron. p. 3. 

Daille <onfelſes, that Ordination was ſtrietiy ard properly at 
Epiſcop#! Right in the Third Centuty or time of St. yprian, Bail. 
de Cultu Lat. Relig: I. 2. cap.13, pit. . 7 


WO 
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o that thoſe Early Times were ſo far from yielding. 
any Temptation to ſeek the Epiſcopal Office or Dignity, 

in order to gratify Humane Pride and Ambition; that on 

the contrary, to be made a Biſhop was the moſt ready way 


Arid therefore ſo far were Perſons. from ſecking the 
Fpiſtopal Dignity in thoſe times, that it was the 
general Practice for any Perſon, that was apprehenſive 
of his being likely to be made choice of for that 
weighty Office and Spiritual Dignity, to Withdraw 
and Conceal himſ:If with the greateſt Secrecy ; and when 
diſcovered, not to take the Epiſcopps! Charge upon him, 
without a ſort of Religious Violence put upon him, 
whereof there are many Inſtances in Primitive. Hiſtory. 
Since then 'tis thus acknowledged by your own - 
Party, that the Superiority of Biſhops to 2 
(or in one Word, Prelacy) had for ſome time prevailed 
before the Converſion of Conſtantine the Great: and ſince 
tis undeniably evident from Hiſtory, that in thoſe 
early times the Epiſcopal Office ( though Superiour to 
Ichat of Presbyters, and the greateſt Spiritual Dignity, 
yet) was very far from being attended with 2ny Wezldly 
Pomp or Grandeur, and on the contrary was only a Sta- 
ion of Eminent Danger: does it not hence appear, as 
Nelear as the Sun-beams, that "ris no other than a Sug- 
geſtion moſt ſcandalouſiy and abominably Falſe, to ſuggeſt, 
or any ways go abour to perſwade ignorant People, 
that Epiſcopacy or Prelacy, as it is maintained by the 
Church df England, was at firſt no other than an Uuj uſt 
Uſurpation, and an Effect of Humane Pride and Ambition? 
Nay I dare undertake to ſhew, that the Proneneſs of 
Humane Nature to Pride and Ambirion, which your 
Party would thus groundleſly make uſe of Againff 
piſtopacy, does on the contrary afford a very good Ar- 
gument for proving, that Epiſcopal Government, as main- 
ained by our Church, was Originally of Apeftolica! 
mſtitutios. For ſince all Men are naturally prone more 
or lefs to Pride and Ambition, tis not rationally to be 
uppoſed, that the Mhole Order of Pretbyters ſhould a: 
rſt {0 tamely and quietly ſubmit themſelves to the Au- 
CSV tn \ rhoriry 


y at 
LI 
So 


to expoſe a Man to the greateſt Suffering and Miſzries, | 


8 AMA er 


thority of their reſpective Biſbops in the ſeveral Parts of 
the then Chriſtian World, if they knew that the ſaid 
Authority was unduly uſurped; eſpecially ſince in thoſe 
early Times the Prelates (as I have already intimated) 
were not armed with any Civil Power to compel or 
frighten their Presbyters to ſuch an. undue Submiſſion. Since 
therefore there is not the leaſt Account left in the Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Hiſtory of thoſe early Times, from which 
any thing may be rationally Inferred, or ſo much as 


probably Conjeftured, but that the Whole Order of Pr-/. 


byters yielded at the very firſt the moſt profound Obe. 
dience to their reſpective Biſhops or Prelates; and fince 
on the Conſideration of the innate Propenſity of Man 
to Pride and Ambition, tis not at all Likely that the 
Whole Order of Presbyters would have yielded ſo ready 
and 1 an Obedience to their reſpective Biſhops, 
unleſs they had been well aſſured, that their Biſhops 
were inveſted with an Authority (not unduly uſurped 
over them, but) Agreeable to the Apoſtolical Gonſtitutions : 
doth it not hence moſt rationally follow, that the reaa) 
and profound Obedience thus paid by the Primitive Pres- 
byter: to their reſpective Biſhops as their Superiours , is 2 
convincing Argument, that the Superiority of Biſhops 


over Presbyters was of Apoſtolical Conflitution ? 


Further yet, as the Natural Proneneſs of Man to 
Pride and Ambition (falſly and craftily endeavoured to 
be made uſe of by your Party Againſt the Epiſcopacy of 
the Church of England) is really a very cogent and 


ſtrong Argument for it: ſo it is alſo a very ſtrong and 


home Argument even Againſt both Presbyterianiſm and 
8 (Thus uniform is Truth alway to 
its ſelf, and oppoſite to all Error or Falſity.) For I 
dare appeal in this Caſe to you your ſelf, notwithſtand- 
ing all the Strength of Prejudice and Partiality, who 
are moſt likely to be influenced with Pride and Ambition, 
Theſe who readily own themſelves to be Inferiour to Biſbops, 
as da the Prerbyters of the Church of England; or Thoſe 


who pretend that they are (not Inferiour but) Equal to 
Biſhops, as do the Presbyterian and Independent Teachers: 


or 
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or to bring the Matter nearer to our (a) Saviour's way 
of arguing, Who are moſt like to be on the Side of 
Truth, Thoſe that ſeek the Honour of Others, as do Our 
Presbyters; or Thoſe that ſeek their Own Honour, as do 


our Teachers, As therefore the Primitive Biſhops did not 


uſurp their Superiority over their Presbyters, but had it 


aſſigned to their Office by Apoſtolical Conſtitution, and 


therefore the Primitive Presbyters readily yielded them 
Obedience: ſo in like manner the Preſent Biſhops of our 
Church do not (as you love to call it, though weakly 
enough, and without any reaſon, as I have ſhewn in 
my other Letter, p.24, 25.) Lord it over the Inferiour 
Clergy, but act by an Apoſtolical Authority faithfully and 
continually tranſmitted down to them, and therefore ir 
is that all the true Presbyters of the Church of England, do 
not only pay a Conſcientious Obedience to their reſpective 
Biſhops, but are and will be ready to defend and ſtand up 
or the Superiority of the Epiſcopal . Order at all times. 
Whence you ſee that there is not the leaſt Ground for 
charging the Epiſcopacy of the Church of England, as 
being the Effect of Humane Pride and Ambition. 

But now let us ſee whether Presbyterianiſm and In- 
dependency may not be moſt juſtly looked upon as Effects 
of Humane Pride and Ambition, For is it not a true 
Effect of Pride, to Arrogate a Power, which does not be- 
long to One? and to Aſpire to an Equality with Thoſe 
that are really of a Superiour Rank above us? And is 
not this the very Caſe of the Presbyterian and Indepen- 
dent Teachers, who ſince the Reformation have proudly 
Arrogared and Uſurped to themſelves the Power of 
Ordination; and out of a vain Ambition go about to 
perſwade ignorant People, that they are of equal Au- 
thority and Power with the Biſhops of our Church ? 
But though the Presbyterian Teacher is chargeable with 


Pride and Ambition in this reſpe&, yet however he re- 


tains Some Degrees of Humility and Modeſty, and ac. 
knowledges that a Sing!e Teacher is accountable to a 


(a) Johns. 18. He that 42 of 1 0 ſcebeth his own 
Glory : but be that ſeeketh bis Glory that ſent him, the ſame is 
rue, c. John 8. 50, 1 ſeek not my own Glory. 
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Ne, and not only ſo, but may (if it be thought expe- 
dient for the Good of the 9 be duly and law fully 
ſubjefted to a Superintendent. Whereas the Independent 
Teacher caſts off AY Degrees of Humility and Modeſty, 
nothing forſooth contenting him, unleſs he be acknow. 
ledged to be Lord Paramount over his Congregation, i. e. 
Independent, or without any Dependency on any other, 
and ſo without being Reſponſible to, or Controulable 
by any other Eccleſiaſtical Superiour but Chriſt him- 
ſelf. Thus does every Independent Teacher in effect 
affirm and proudly maintain, that he is no Other than 
Chriſt's Immediate Vicar on Earth, which being the very 
ſame Title that is claimed by the Pope of Rome, may not 
every Independent Teacher be therefore well looked 
upon as a Petty Puritan Pope? 

I think by this time it clearly appears to any one that 
will not obſtinately ſnut his Eyes, that Pride and Am- 
bitian are. falſly charged on rhe Epiſcopacy or Prelacy of 
the Church of Englaud, and are — juſtly to be 
eſteemed the Parents and Supporters of Presbytexianiſm, 
and more eſpecially of Independency. | 
As for the other Part of the common Suggeſtion of 
your Party above-mentioned, viz. that Our Epiſcopacy is 
a piece or off. ſpring of Popery ; this will quickly appear to 
be notoriouſly and ſcandalouſiy falſe from what has been al- 
ready ſaid. For it has been above obſerved and proved, 
that the moſt Learned of your Own Party are forced by 
the Teſt:mony of Primitive Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory to 
confeſs, that our Epiſcopacy had prevailed in the Church 
before the ———— of Conſtantine the Great. But now 
every one that has but a little Inſight into Eccleſiaſtical 
Hiſtory knows, that Pepe did not begin in the World 
till a long time, to wit, above two, or about three 
hundred Years after the Reign of Conftantine the Great. 
And therefore for to ſay or maintain, that Our Epiſcopecy 
is a picce or off-ſpring of Popery, is no leſs, or rather more 
ridiculous and abſurd, than to ſay or maintain, that 
4 Proteſtant Granafather was the Off-ſpring ef his Popiſb 
Grandſon, Now put the Cafe, you ſhould happen to 
hear any one telling and maintaining to another ad 
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Acqdaintance, in whom he would beget an ill Opinion 
of the Proteſtant Grandfather, that he was no other than 
the Son of his Popiſh Grandſon, J dare appeal to you your 
ſelf, whether in this Caſe you would not think, that 
you had but juſt Occaſion given you, that it was not at 
all inconſiſtent with your Chriſtian Charity and Modera- 


tion, to look upon him, as if he went about thus Fay 


to prejudice his Acquaintance Againſt the Proteſtant 
Grandfather, or as guilty, either of Scandalous Ignorance, 
as not knowing better himſelf, or elſe of more ſcanda- 
lous Craft, as Deſignedly taking Advantage of his Ac- 
quaintance's Ignorance, to make him embrace that for 


Truth, which in Reality is no other than the moſt abſurd - 


Falſity, Whetefore I appeal further to you, whether 
by Conſequence it does not moſt truly follow, that We 
of the Church of England may very reaſonably think, 
we have but juſt Occaſion given, and that tis not at all 


inconſiſtent with Chriſtian. Charity and Moderation, to 


look on ſuch as go about to prejudice Others Againſt our 
Communion by Falliy perſwading them, that our Epiſcopay 
is no ot her than a piece or off=ſpring of Popery, as guilty, 
either of Scandalous Ignorance, as not knowing more of 
Church-Hiſtory themſelves ; or elſe of a more Scandalous 
Craftineſs, as Deſignealy taking Advantage of the Igno- 
rance of others, to trapen or draw them into a Falſe 
Notion of our Epiſcopal Government. 3 
And thus I have ſufficiently ſhewn the Weakneſs, 
nay Baſeneſs of this Suggeſtion of your Party, that 
Our Epiſcopacy is a piece of Popery: foraſmuch as this 
Suggeſtion is no other than a notorious Falſity, ſcan. 
dalous Abſurdity, and a true piece of Popiſh, Jeſuitical 


Craftineſs in Abuſing the Ignorance of Others. And 


what has been above-ſaid in Relation to eur Epiſcopacy, 
holds true likewiſe in Relation to our Liturgy or Forms 
of Prayer, and other Uſages or Ceremonies of our Church, 
which with like Scandalous and Jeſuitical Falfity your 
Teachers endeavour to perſwade Ignorant People, are 
no other than ſo many pieces of Pepery) as might be 
fully proved, was it not Foreign to my preſent Purpoſe. 
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go of Letter from a tHiniſfter 

I have now gone through thoſe Particulars which! 
judged proper to lay before you in Relation to the 
Second General Mark of a Falſe Teacher, viz. Falſeneſs of 


Mifion, And the Sum of what has been ſaid, may be 
reduced to theſe three Heads, viz. | 


1. That the Queſtion controverted between us and you 


being truly ſtared, it clearly appears from Matter of Fact, 


that what is now adays called Presbyterian Ordination, is 
not valid; and alſo that the Inferences drawn by your 
Party from the New Teſtament do not immediately or 


properly belong to the Point in Debate. 


* 


2. However to give you all Satisfaction deſireable, 


and to convince you of the unſupportable Badneſs of 


your Cauſe ; it has been above ſhewn, that the Several 
Texts uſually urged by your Party, do not at all make 


for, or juſtify your Presbyterian Ordination. 


3. It has been largely ſhewn, that your common Ob- 
jection Againſt our Eoiſtepacy, as being the Effect of Pride 
and Ambition, and a piece of Popery, is moſt notorioufly falſe, 
and moſt ſcandalouſly abſurd, and which may with greater 
Truth be charged upon Presbyterianiſim, Independency, &c. 


Sir, It now remains to deſire you ſeriouſly to apply 
what has been laid before you, under the two foregoing 
General Characters of a Falſe Teacher, to your Own Caſe ; 
and imparrially to conſider how far you are concerned 


in any of the fore- mentioned Particulars : whether you do 


not either actually Teach, or elſe ſome way or other 
Approve of or Encourage ſuch Heterodox or Falſe Principles 
and Doctrines, as are above-mentioned ; and whether 
you have a due and rightful Authority ro take upon 
you (as you do) the Exerciſe of the Miniſterial Office; 
fince yonr Ordination (as J underſtand) is no other than 


Such a Presbyterian Ordination, as has been above ſhewn 


to be not Not Valid or of Due Authority, 
If I have been miſ-informed. as to your Ordination, 
2nd you did receive it from any one of our * ; 
- > then 
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then indeed your Ordination is in its ſelf good and 
valid; but you will be ſtill no leſs (if not more) to 
blame, on account of your exerciſing your Miniſterial 
Office after a Schiſmatical Manner, and in open Diſobe- 
dience to thoſe Governours of the Church, to whom at 
your ſo receiving Ordination you ſolemnly promiſed 
Canonical Obedience, 


If it be true, that you are (what you have been re- 
preſented to be by ſome, who fhould know your Prin- 
ciples, namely) not a Stanch Presbyterian, but a Com- 


firion of a very various Mixture, in which the chief 


ngredient is Independency ; this 1s ſo far from mendin 
your Caſe, that it renders it ſtill much worſe : foraſmuc 
as Independency carries along with it many Principles 
much more extravagant and diſtant from the Truth than 
Presbyt hriani ſin, as has been above intimated. 


Be your Principles of which ſort you will, I hope 
that what is here laid before you, will prove Effectual 
to Convince you, in how bad a Cauſe you are engaged; 
and how nearly it concerns you to Renounce and Quit 
our Preſent Practices: that it is moſt highly Adviſable 


and Neceſſary for you to look on your ſelf as no other 


than a Lay-man, and to let your Meeting-houſe return to 
its Primitive uſe,or in the Capacity of a Barn to be ſtored 
with Better Sorts of Seeds than the Seeds of Diviſion and 
Schiſm, which ( however blended and mixed with Some 
Good Seeds of Sound Doctrine among them, yet) in 
the main tend Not to Nouriſh and Strengthen, but to Di- 
ſtem per, Weaken and Deſtroy the Soul, and that Eternally. 


Pray give me Leave to Deſire and Beſeech you, that 
you would not ſuffer your ſelf to be Deceived into a 
Vain Perſwaſion, that God is pleaſed with your Practices, 
becauſe you have many Followers. For Chriſt himſelf has 
expreſly foretold, that the Falſe Teachers, which ſbould a- 
ſt, ſhould deceive many, Mat. 24. 11. So that the Num- 
ber of your Proſelytes is but a'very Unwarrantab'e Ground, 
whereby to judge of the Righteouſneſs of your Cauſe, And 

to 
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" to the ſame purpoſe tis very Remarkable, what St. Pau! 
_" fays of Falfe Teachers, who by transforming themſelves in. 
5 Angels of Light delude others to become their Fol- 
bers, namely, that mt the Smalhneſs of their Succeſs in 
deeluding and deceiving others, but their EN ( or Sen- 
$/' tence at the Day of Judgment) ſball be according to their 
orks, 2 Cor. 11. 15. | DR, 


Ler me therefore beſeech and prevail upon you, fre- 
Ar Ge to carry your Thoughts from your Sceming pre- 
ent Good — to what will be the Fatal and Miſerable 
End thereof, without a ſincere and timely Repentance. 
Again and again Conſider, how deplorable and dreadful 
a thing it is, to be the moſt Unhappy and Miſerable In- 
fframent of Seducing and Fatally Miſt: afing ſo many poor 
Ignorant Souls; and what a Grievous and Stupendous 
Aggravation it will be to your Account at the Day of 
Retribution, to have Deceived Many. 9 


Laſtly, Conſider that ſince St. Peter (2 Pet. 3. 16.) 
has aſſured us, that ſuch at Wreſt the Scripturet, though 
they be Unlearned, yet wreſt them to their own Deſtructiou: 
it therefore may be very rationally inferred, that the 
Learned or ſuch as ſet up for Teachers of others, do by 
Wrefting the Scriptures much more Aggravate their Own * cer 
Guilt, and ſhall thereby much more Encreaſe their Own 
Puniſhment, without a timely and ſincere Repentance. 
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ir, TI have now diſcharged the Third Branch above- 
mentioned of my Miniſterial Duty to the Beſt of my 
Power, in endeavouring to ſet before you (with All 
Clearneſs of Argument and the Tendernefs of a Chriſtian 
Charity and Moderation) ſuch Particulars as in them- ( — 
felves tend to Convince you of your very Id and Sinful 
Practices; and in endeavouring thereby to Draw you off 
trom Seducing and Miſieading any longer your Followers, 
particularly Thoſe of my Own Parifh. - The Succeſs of 
"theſe my Endeavours I moſt humble leave to God, who 
Alone can order the Unruly Wills and Affedctions of 
Men; and who, as he knows the inmoſt Secrets of the 


Heart, fo knows that the Contents of this Letter 3 
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To 4 Diſſenting Teavber. 43 
from a Sincere Charity to You and your Followers, eſpe- 
cially to Thoſe, for whom I have a more Immediate Contern. 
And out of this Principle of Charity, I ſhall never ceaſe 
to pray for Tour and Their Repentance and Amendment, 
according to the Purport of that Short, but Full and 
Expreſſive Petition in our Excellent Litany, 


That it may pleaſe thee to bring into the way of Truth 
Al ſuch as have Errcd and are Deceived, | 


We beſeech thee to hear us Good Lord. 


So prays without ceaſing 
Your Faithful Servant in Chriſt, 
' Bf Coresbach, Jan. 13th, 
1 1705 


EDV. WELLES. 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


T Judge it Requiſite ( for a Reaſon known, if not to 


Vou, Sir, yet to ſome of your Followers) to take here 
Particular Notice of that very wrong Notion among 
your Party, viz. that your Separation from gur Church 
7s No Schiſm or Sinful 1 long as it is Not accom- 
panied with Uncharitableneſs. To ſet you Right as to 
this Point, pray let me Prevail with you to Read again, 
and Conſider Seriouſly and Impartially, what I have 
offered on this Head in pag. 36. of my former Letter; 
and whether what is there ſaid, be not ſufficient to ſhew, 
your Charity to us (tho' it ſhould be Real and Laſting, 
yet) will by no means Warrant, or Excuſe your Separation 
from Us; nay, whether what is there ſaid, be not ſuf- 
ficient to make you ſhrewdly ſuſpect, that you may after 
All be poſſibly Deceived as to your ( ſo much talked of) 
Charitableneſs towards Us; and that it is no other than 
Likely, that, if a fit Opportunity ſhould preſent it felf, 
your Zeal to your own Party would ſoon get the Better; 


and quite Swallow up your Charity to the Epiſcopal Party. 


For your Further, if not Full Conviction of the great 
Iikelyhood hereof, I cannot think of a better Method, 
than to lay here before you the Received Notions of 
your own Teachers concerning Toleration, from about the 
Year 1640. to about 1660. or during the Late Great 
Rebellion, and alſo to compare them with the Notions 
concerning Toleration given out by your Teachers of later 
Years, or from about 1660. to theſe Preſent Times. 


The 


Poſt ſcrap. | ä 
The Diſſenters Notions The Diſſenters Notions © 
of Toleration from| of Toleration from 
about 1640 to about] about 1660, or from 
1660, or during the] the Reſlauration 
Late Great Rebellion. | Church and Monarchy 


; to theſe Preſent times. 
; The Lancaſhire-Teachers in] The Diſſenting Teachers 
their Harmonious Conſent or other Writers ſince the 
> | with the London-Teachers |Reſtauration in their Books 
L 3 1648.) page 12. ſpeak to this, or the like 
e Speak thus, viz, ffect; wiz, 

3 A Toleration 7s A Toleration is 

, 


1. A Putting a Sword in- mer A Pulling a Sword out 
to a Mad Man's Hand. a Mad Man's Hand. 

2. An appointing a City of | 2. Au appointing a Sanctu- 
Refuge in Mens Conſciences lary in Men's Conſciences for 
for the Devil to fly to. Chriſt to betake himſelf to. 

3. A Proclaiming Liberty] 3. A Proclaiming Liberty to 
to the Wolves to come into the True Shepherds to come 
f, Chriſt's Fold to Prey upon his |into Chriſt's Fold to feed his 
+ ML Lambs. + Lambs. | 

4. A Toleration of Soul-] 4. 4 Toteration of Soul- 
Murder, the Greateſt Mur- !Savingneſs,the Greateſt Sav- 
at der of all other, and for the ſ ingneſs fall other, and for the 
d. Eſtabliſhing whereofdamned I Eſtabliſning whereof Bleſſ- 
Souls in Hel would accurſe fed Souls in Heaven would re- 
Men on Earth. joyce over Men on Earth, 
a 5. It is Not to provide] 5. I is Not to take away 
for Tender Conſciences ,jall Conſcience, but to pro- 
ot bur to take away all Con- vide for Tender Conſcien- 
ſcience. ces. 


wa 
- 


LES 


— 


Mr. Calamy in his Sermon] The General Voice er Cry of | 
called, The Great Danger of Diſſenters at preſent runs in | 
| Covenant-Refuſing (preack-|th:s, or the Ike Strain; viz. 
be Bed before the pretended Houſe 
Commons in 1646.) pag. 3. ps 
omplains thus; vix. Tit 
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4 — Pofeſeripr. 
Tur Famous City London] 7 


+ *Tit good for London to be 
is become an Amſterdam :| another Amſterdam, England 
Separation from our Churches] another Holland: Separation 
& Countenanced: Tolera-I from the Church is Not to be 
tien # Cried up. Diſcountenanced: Tolera- 
e | ; tion ought to be Cried up. 


The foregoing Compariſon being carefully peruſed, I 
ſhall leave it to the Reader to Judge , Whether it be nor 
pretty apparent, that the Diſſenters have Occaſional Prin. 
ciples ( viz. Some for Times when they Are, Other; for 
Times when they Are Not in Chief Authority ) as well as 
Praftices ; and particularly that their ſo much Cried up 
Charity is (like to their Conformity, and) at the upſhot 
but only Occaſional. | | 


The Serious Conſideration of theſe Particulars puts 


me in mind of an Excellent Collect (or Short but Com- 


prehenſive Prayer) of our Church, as a very Proper 


Concluſion hereunto; vix. 


 _ Grant, O Lord, we beſeech thee, that the Courſe of 

this World may be ſo Peaceably ordered by thy Ge- 

vernance, that Thy Church may. joyfully ſerve thee 
in all Godly Quietneſs, through Jeſus Chriſt aur 
Lord, Amen. | E 


— * * 
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